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Bear Mr. Benioff, 

Bill Stela suggested this latter vim. I told Ma today that Jobs Kaplan, bad done m 
"impartial” study of the Angela Bavio case for the BSXiU Bill wan avare of the knifing 
tat3 always, in the hack)cf s^jX ana ay nos* to- >k, dp by Knnim in to© ourday 

of 5/2. She aaclosed letter to toe editor (I did not t&sn know Leonard was the Sunday 
editor) mo written not in the expectation th» %sss would carry it, or evens® contract 
it. It was* perforce, very hastily done as I was about to toevs for Sew 7c-.dc, to sate a 
record end to have for use, if needed, at a prose conference 5/4, should I have toes 
needled about Ea.plaa*s diatribe, 

®o give you independent appr&isal of Kaplan's opinions, I enclose the pro-pub 
review from Publishers* Weekly and Fred Cooks in She Saturday Envim, 

Psrmt&etlcally* tbs occasion an award by the Media Workshop for both jsy 
tovestoyation into the King: assassination and the book, b.:t there W3 no domestic white 
c overage , cc v -o London holograph* a story on a truly sensational ^onuon engxo wno 
in the- desk, in -tonc.cn. 

I hone you can read this took end fossa your own opinion of Kaplan, %lw lawyer, as 
a 2Wim?sr - of what ho as a lawyer could told down, Percy Parana a had aoro integrity, 

H c had read KlKS-OP, flown to Bow Xoste to do a OT show* learned he was to faoe so while 
Ms asks-op was being applied, and. fled without taking it off, scattering threat® in 
his woke. I don't tH-nV Fewsasa fled because to fears debate or confrontation. 

A friend phoned Leonard independently to coaplain about Kaplan's review, having road 
tha book. Leonard said ha tod received, and bom son«ahat diatarhed by ay letter, claiMne* 
what I can believe, that to was- unaware of Kaplan' a background. I think It- said to also 
did not assign the review to Kaplan, tod toplsn docs have a current book to bo proaoted. 
However, scaebody, Leonard or s satordinats, had to have read that stuff before it was 
paMistod. It clearly is not a review, not could it have been unqt*Beti©ned by anyone who 
follows reviews, as the enclosed illustrate. 

How it topcons that Leonard, wrote a review of ■*!» Garrison's "A Heritage of Stone” 
for the daily Wass* In the first edition, it concluded with two favorablo paragraphs. 

Sfcese tfero deleted i* later editions. A graduate stadsnt at Wisconsin (Madison) itajuirsd 
about thin and ms told the deletion was because of editorialising, which the "taos does 
not -©wii in book reviews* X arkod this iriond to send x. voxo:* to .toonsir* - with a nr/te 
sayirsy this was at ay request. Ditto with the Kaplan writing for CS14. 

X invented the underground book. %• first, WiiXSESfASH, to that Sons, becsn® a eosw 
seller, but the dally 'lines never acknowledged its existence in the boob-rsviow section, 
while getting a total of 14 copies from sae! The ' too aatwseqtmt boc-ka got about a half-page 
each as news, but wore never listed ns having appeared to tho book— rsvi®;. section. 

X have how r-y own experiences with book rsview®? ns ovocutiona r. Kapljafe to not too 
only current case. Hope you continue to proos on tills issue, for reviews aru case oi the 
saoro ef.fect5.V0 naans of killing books powerful interests find uawclcone. And perhaps expend 
it a bit to wonder if poiersicaX writing shore pasoloa is appropriate east always be regarded 
aa a new literary eriaa. Sincerely, 

Harold feisberg 



